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REMARKS 

. Claims 1-16 and 18-31 are pending in this application. By this Amendment, claims 1, 6 
16, 26 and 31 are amended. Support for these amendments can be found at least in Figures 13 
and 29. No new matter is added. 

Reconsideration based on the above amendments and the following remarks is 
respectfully requested. 
I. The Drawings Satisfy S1.83(a) 

The Office Action objects to the drawings under 37 C.F.R. §1. 83(a) because the first and 
second convex parts are not shown as a convex shape. This objection is respectfully traversed. 

37 C.F.R. § 1.83(a) requires that a drawing must show every feature of the invention 
specified in the claims. 37 C.F.R. § 1.83(a) further requires that conventional features disclosed 
in the description and claims, where the detailed illustration is not essential for the proper 
understanding of the invention , should be illustrated in the drawing in the form of a graphical 
drawing symbol or a labeled representation. 

The specification of the instant application defines the convex part as a member that has 
an upper surface on which the optical waveguide part can be set. See, e.g., paragraphs [0014] 
and [0083] - [0085]. Further, the specification indicates that there are no particular limitations 
on the form of the upper surface of the convex part, as long as the optical waveguide part can be 
set, the upper surface may be a flat surface or a curved surface. See e.g., paragraph [0014]. 

The first and second convex parts are shown in the Figures as a labeled box. A convex 
shape is not essential for the proper xmderstanding of the convex part, "a member on which the 
optical waveguide part can be set." 

Because detailed illustrations are not essential for the proper understanding of the 
invention, and the Figures show the first and second convex parts in the form of a labeled 
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representation, i.e., labeled box, the drawings satisfy 37 C.F.R. § 1.83(a). Accordingly, 
withdrawal and reconsideration of the objection is respectfully requested. 
II. The Claims Define Patentable Subject Matter 

A. Claims 16, 18-26 and 20-31 

The Office Action rejects claims 16, 18-26 and 20-31 as allegedly being anticipated by 
U.S. Patent No. 6,065,881 to Okada et al. This rejection is respectfully traversed. 

The Office Action asserts that Okada discloses an optical waveguide part (40) provided 
on the convex part , as recited in independent claim 16, and as similarly recited in independent 
claims 26 and 3 1 . This assertion is respectfully traversed. 

Claims 16, 18-26 and 20-31 are not anticipated by Okada. Okada does not disclose an 
"optical waveguide part provided solelv on the convex part," as recited in independent claim 16 
and as similarly recited in claims 26 and 31. 

The optical transmission line 40 of Okada, instead, is formed on the first optical 
transmission terminal 21 mid the second optical transmission terminal 22. See, Okada, e.g., col. 
16, lines 21-46, and col. 17, lines 32-41; and Fig. 8. Thus, the optical transmission line 40 is not 
provided solelv on the first optical transmission terminal 21. Because the optical transmission 
line is provided on both the first optical transmission terminal 21 and the second optical 
transmission terminal 22, Okada does not disclose the claimed optical waveguide. 

Thus, for at least the reasons discussed above, independent claims 16, 26 and 31 and the 
claims dependent therefi-om, are not anticipated by Okada. Accordingly, withdrawal and 
reconsideration of the rejection are respectfully requested. 

B. Claims 1-15 and 27 

The Office Action rejects claims 1-15 and 27 under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as allegedly being 
unpatentable over Okada. This rejection is respectfully traversed. 
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The Office Action asserts that with regard to claims 1-15, the claimed method language 
is counterpart of the apparatus claim and thus, would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time the invention was made to develop a particular method for the disclosed 
apparatus and the cited references. The Office Action further asserts, with regard to claim 27, 
that it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to have two of the second convex parts. These assertions are respectfully traversed. 

Okada does not teach or suggest "the optical waveguide part being formed solelv along 
the convex part /' as recited in independent claim 1, and as similarly recited in independent 
claim 9. As similarly discussed above, Okada, instead, discloses that optical transmission line 
40 is formed on both the first optical transmission terminal 21 and the second optical 
transmission terminal 22. 

Thus, for at least these reasons, claims 1 and 9, and the claims dependent therefrom, 
would not have been rendered obvious by Okada. Accordingly, reconsideration and withdrawal 
of the rejection are respectfully requested. 
III. Conciusion 

In view of the foregoing, it is respectfully submitted that this application is in condition 
for allowance. Favorable reconsideration and prompt allowance are eamestly solicited. 
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Should the Examiner believe that anything further would be desirable in order to place 
this application in even better condition for allowance, the Examiner is invited to contact the 
undersigned at the telephone number set forth below. 

Respectfully submitted. 
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